
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 2006-294-C - ORDER NO. 2007-402

JUNE 5, 2007

IN RE: Sandi Perry,

Complainant/Petitioner,

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. d/b/a

AT&T South Carolina,

Defendant/Respondent.

) ORDER DENYING

) PETITION FOR
) REHEARING AND

) HOLDING PETITION FOR
) RULEMAKING IN

) ABEYANCE

)
)
)
)

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of South Carolina (the

Commission) on the Petition for Rehearing of Order No. 2007-277 and Petition for

Rulemaking filed by Sandi Perry in this Docket. We deny the Petition for Rehearing and

hold the Petition for Rulemaking in abeyance at this time.

With regard to the Petition for Rehearing, Ms. Perry continues to state her desire

to amend her complaint. She asserts that her inability to further amend her complaint will

force her to go back to the Office of Regulatory Staff (ORS) with her claims. In fact, Ms.

Perry provides no new evidence in support of her Petition. Without such new evidence,

this Commission is left to rely on the evidence and reasoning that provided the basis for

issuing Order No. 2007-277. We would emphasize, however, that Order No. 2007-277

did not, and this Order does not, preclude Ms. Perry from introducing her version of the
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facts at issue in her prefiled testimony. Accordingly, we reaffirm our reasoning as found

in Order No. 2007-277, and deny the Petition for Rehearing.

Concerning the Petition for Rulemaking, we believe that this is a separate issue,

and that this Petition should be held in abeyance until the parties in this Docket have had

sufficient time to respond to it. The Petition for Rulemaking is therefore held in abeyance

until further notice.

This Order shall remain in full force and effect until further Order of the

Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

G. O'Neal Hamilton, Chairman

ATTEST:

C. Robert Moseley, Vice Chai an

(SEAL)
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